










incomplete unless Laurens is joined to the case, enjoined from accepting violative transfers, and 

ordered to verify students’ residences. 

In deciding whether to join a party, “a court should be guided by ‘pragmatic concerns, 

especially the effect on the parties and the litigation.’” Wymbs v. Republican State Executive 

Comm. of Florida, 719 F.2d 1072, 1079 (11th Cir. 1983).  In Wymbs, the lower court granted the 

plaintiff’s request to have a state rule requiring the selection of three delegates from each 

congressional district declared unconstitutional.  On appeal, the Eleventh Circuit found that 

“proper relief [could] not likely be accorded the current parties in this suit without the 

Republican National Committee’s [“RNC”] presence” because the lower court’s decision would 

have no effect on the RNC, which would remain free to continue enforcing a national rule that 

mandates three delegates per district.  Id. at 1080.  The Eleventh Circuit indicated that it could 

have determined the feasibility of joining the RNC as a defendant under Rule 19(a), but it 

declined to join the RNC due to the potential infringement on the RNC’s first amendment rights 

and its conclusion that the controversy was non-justiciable.  See id. These two obstacles are not 

present here, and the situation in Wymbs is otherwise analogous.  If this Court orders Dublin to 

comply with the 1971 Order and enjoins it from transferring records to Laurens for violative 

transfer students, the order will have little to no effect on Laurens, which will remain free to 

enroll violative transfer students with copies of their records and without Dublin’s consent. 

The situation before this Court is also analogous to that in Focus on the Family v. Pinellas 

Suncoast Transit Authority, 344 F.3d 1263 (11th Cir. 2003), where complete relief could not be 

granted unless a private company was joined to the action as a defendant.  In Focus on the 

Family, a private company named Eller had refused to place the plaintiff’s advertisements on bus 
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shelters, and the plaintiff alleged that a provision of Eller’s contract with the Pinellas Suncoast 

Transit Authority (“PSTA”) violated the First Amendment.  Id. at 1268-71. The plaintiff sued 

PTSA but did not sue Eller.  The contract gave PTSA veto power over Eller’s ability to run 

certain kinds of advertisements, id. at 1268, but did not give PTSA the power to require Eller to 

run a particular advertisement.  Id. at 1280. The Eleventh Circuit held that Eller was a necessary 

party defendant under Rule 19(a) because “complete relief cannot be afforded in Eller’s absence, 

as PSTA cannot require the running of a particular advertisement on its bus shelters.”  Id. at 

1280.  Likewise, since Dublin cannot require Laurens to stop taking transfer students that violate 

the 1971 Order, complete relief cannot be afforded in Laurens’s absence. 

If Laurens is not joined, the parties’ ability to obtain necessary evidence regarding the 

inter-district transfer violations may also be limited.  By filing a joint motion with Dublin for a 

scheduling conference and a scheduling order setting a period of discovery and a date certain for 

trial, Laurens has already subjected itself to the jurisdiction of this Court and implied that it will 

participate in discovery.  See Joint Mot. for Scheduling Conference & Entry of Scheduling Order 

at 2. Joining Laurens, however, will ensure the parties’ ability to obtain the information needed 

to address the transfer violations.  This was also true in United States v. Lowndes County Bd. of 

Educ., where the lower court joined several school districts, two of which were not under court 

order like Laurens, in order to address inter-district transfer violations alleged by the United 

States. See 878 F.2d 1301, 1302 & n. 2 (11th Cir. 1989).  After discovering a network of inter-

district transfers that were violating the Singleton-type transfer clauses of the Lowndes school 

district and two other court-ordered districts, the United States moved to enforce the transfer 

clauses, to consolidate the cases of the other two districts, and to join several other school 
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